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REMARKS 


Initially, applicant would like to express their appreciation to Supervising Patent 
Examiner Gregory J. Toatley, Jr. for the courtesies extended to attorney James Milton 
during a telephone conversation on May 11, 2006. the telephone conversation 
involved a discussion of the objection to FIG. 3. Supervising Patent Examiner Toatley 
indicated that Examiner Samuel Turner was unavailable due to an illness, and that 
applicant could respond to the objection by indicating that the nature of the objection is 
not clear. 

Claims 1-12 are pending. Claims 1-13 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
second paragraph. Claims 1-13 were rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 102(b). The 
specification and drawings were objected to. 

Objection to the Drawings 

FIG. 3 was objected to because the Examiner beiieVes that beam splitter 24 and 
phase modulator 26 are confusing. 

The nature of the objection Is not dear arid applicant requests a clarification. 
This is because, referring to FIG. 3 and page 9, fine£ 12-20 of applicant's specification, 
light source 22 can prbvide a jight signal 15 to beam splitter 24, and beam splitter 24 
can split the light signal into twq light signals tha^trav^ (n opposite directions 34, 36 
along an optical path defined by optical waveguide 28. Beam splitter 24 can receive the 
twp light signals exiting from optical wave-guide 28, combine the two light signals, and 
provide the combined light signal 16 to signal digitizer 30. Based on the combined light 
signal 16, signal digitizer 30 can produce an output signal proportional to a phase 
difference between the two light signals exiting the optical waveguide 28. 

Thus, light from beam splitter 24 does jb6£$)r6ffi pe$S to electrical subsystem 
14 because light signal 16 is the re-TOmbined light signals 34, 36 that exit phase 
modulator 26. ' , 

Objection to the Specification 

The specification was objected to because of an informality oiipage 11. 
Applicant has responded by replacing the Symbol U Q" with the symbol "Q'\ 
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Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. S 1 112 

Claims 1-13 were rejected under 35 UiS.C. §112 second paragraph as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Applicant has responded by replacing certain instances of the term "one or more" 
with the term "at least one" in claims 1-4, 7-8 and 1 f-12. 

Rejection Under 35 U S C. S 102(bV 

Claims 1-13 were rejected under 35 U.S.Q. §1 02(b) as being anticipated by 
Noureidin et al., "Computer Modelling of Microelectronic Closed Loop Fiber Optic 
Gyroscope", 1999 IEEE, May 9-12, 1999. 

Applicant has avoided this ground of rejection for the following reasons. 

Claim 13 has been canceled Applicant has amended independent claim 1 to 
include therein the limitations from claim 13 along with oth^r limitations. As a result, 
Noureidin does not teach applicant's claim 1 lirnitatibn, as : ajtiehded, that now recite?, 

Svherein the one or more performance parameters Comprise 0ne or more 
of a bandwidth of the fiber optic gyroscope, a coefficient of random walk of the 
fiber optic gyroscope, an operating frequency of the fiber optic gyroscope, and a 
power spectral density of noise of the fiber bjpitic gjyndscope; arid 

wherein the co efficient of rahdom Walk Is Wot limited to a calculation based 
on shot noise or thermal noise in a photodetertor*. 

Instead, Noureidin teaches that jangle randoni walk is the white noise that results 
from either the shot noise or the thermal noise in a p hptodetector . Thus , NoureWi's 
angle random walk is limited to the shot noise or the thermal hbise in a photodetector. 

In view of the foregoing, applicant sgbmfts that Noureidin does not describe each 
and every element of claim 1 , and therefore ciairti 1 is hpt anticipated by Noureidin. 
Since claims 2 T i2 depend froim allowable clainri 1, this claim is also allowable oyier 
Noureidin. 
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Conclusion 

It is respectfully submitted that the Office Action's rejections have been overcome 
and that this application is now iri condition for allowance. Reconsideration and 
allowance are, therefore, respectfully solicited. 

Ip view of the above amendments and remarks, allowance of ail claims pending 
is respectfully requested. If a telephone conference would be of assistance In 
advancing the prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to call applicants' 
attorney. 

Respectfully submitted, 

■£?JL /C J&€s~ — 

: Jofofi R. G4rir0tt 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 27,888 


Dated: May 12, 2006 

Carmen B. Fatti & Associates, LLC 
Customer Number 32205 
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